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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a), In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 

1)[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 02 August 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 5-7,9 and 10 is/are pending in the application. 
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6) K Claim(s) 5-7,9 and 10 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) K The drawing(s) filed on 25 November 2003 is/are: a)S accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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a)IEl All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1.13 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice of Amendment 

In response to the amendment filed on August 2, 2007, amended claims 5, 7 and 
9; canceled claims 1-4 and 8; and new claim 10 are acknowledged. The finality of the 
previous office action mailed March 26, 2007 is withdrawn. The following new grounds 
of rejection are set forth. 

Claim Rejections -35USC§112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claims 9 recites the limitation "the edge surface". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 5-7 and 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,352,503 to Matsui et al. in view of U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No. 2003/0163029 to Sonnenschein et al. 

In regards to claims 7 and 9-10, Matsui et al. disclose an endoscope apparatus 
101 comprising: an insertion portion 102 having first 141 and second 143 channels 
arranged therein and terminating at first and second openings, respectively, at a distal 
portion of the insertion portion; an observation optical system which is arranged to the 
insertion portion (see Col. 11, Lines 57-59); a first treatment-tool oscillating base which 
guides, in a first direction, a first treatment-tool 145 guided via the first channel 141 
arranged to the insertion portion, the first treatment-tool oscillating base being provided 
so as to be rotatable in the first opening corresponding to the first channel at a 
projection side of the first treatment tool; and a second treatment-tool oscillating base 
which guides, in a second direction, a second treatment-tool 147 guided via the second 
channel arranged in the insertion portion, the second treatment-tool oscillating base 
being provided so as to be rotatable in the second opening corresponding to the second 
channel at a projection side of the second treatment tool; wherein the end of at least 
one of the first and second treatment-tools guided by the first and second treatment-tool 
oscillating bases is guided to the outside of a field of view from the inside of an 
endoscope image based on an optical image obtained by the observation optical 
system (see Fig. 29 and Col. 14, Lines 10-67). Matsui et al. are silent with respect to a 
screen size in the guiding direction of the treatment tool guided to the outside of the field 
of view from the inside is set to have a shorter side, or to be shorter, as compared with 
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a screen size in the guiding direction of the treatment tool guided within the inside range 
of the field of view. Sonnenschein et al. teach of an analogous endoscopic apparatus 
wherein the field of view for the topical channel may bat be non-circular, such as 
square, rectangular, cylindrical, toroidal section or any other shape. The views may 
take on any shape and do not need to be of equal size (see Fig. 3c and paragraph 
0075). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to vary the field of view with 
respect to the treatment tools of Matsui et al. to provide adequate visualization and 
alternate view fields of the tools used with the endoscope as taught by Sonnenschein et 
al. 

In regards to claims 5-6, Matsui et al. disclose an endoscope apparatus, 
wherein the edge of the first treatment-tool is guided to the outside of the field of view 
from the inside, toward substantially a vertical direction of a screen of the endoscope 
image, and the edge of the second treatment-tool is guided within the field of view, 
toward substantially a horizontal direction of the screen of the endoscope image and 
wherein the outside of the field of view is one in the top direction of the screen of the 
endoscope image (see Figs 1, 12 and 29 and Col. 14, Lines 10-67). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 5-7 and 9-10 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Kasztejna whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 6086. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Linda CM. Dvorak can be reached on (571) 272-4764. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated inform^ 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
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